
(See other side)

EXPLANATION OF ABSENCE:
 1—Official Buisiness
 2—Necessarily Absent
 3—Illness
 4—Other

SYMBOLS:
 AY—Announced Yea
 AN—Announced Nay
 PY—Paired Yea
 PN—Paired Nay

YEAS (55) NAYS (45) NOT VOTING (0)

Republicans Democrats    Republicans    Democrats  Republicans Democrats

(9 or 17%) (46 or 100%)    (45 or 83%)    (0 or 0%) (0) (0)
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1st Session Vote No. 418 Page S-13495  Temp. Record

WELFARE REFORM ACT/Title V of the Older Americans Act

SUBJECT: Family Self-Sufficiency Act of 1995 . . . H.R. 4. Mikulski amendment No. 2668 to the Dole modified
perfecting amendment No. 2280 to the committee substitute amendment. 

ACTION: AMENDMENT AGREED TO, 55-45

SYNOPSIS: As reported with a committee substitute amendment, H.R. 4, the Family Self-Sufficiency Act of 1995, will 
overhaul six of the Nation's ten largest welfare programs.
The Dole modified perfecting amendment would strike the provisions of the committee substitute amendment and insert in lieu

thereof substitute provisions, entitled "The Work Opportunity Act of 1995."
The Mikulski amendment would strike the Dole amendment's repeal of the Senior Community Service Employment Program

of title V of the Older Americans Act. (The Dole amendment would rescind the program but would provide its funding as part of
a block grant and would require States to meet benchmarks for providing job opportunities for the elderly; how States met those
benchmarks would be up to them; they could continue the Senior Community Service Employment Program without Federal
administration or they could use alternate methods.)

Those favoring the amendment contended:

The Mikulski amendment would exempt title V of the Older Americans Act from being rolled into a new Federal job training
block grant program with 85 other Federal job programs, as proposed by the Dole amendment. This protection is deserved. Title V,
or the Senior Community Service Employment Program, finds community service jobs for low-income elderly workers, 81 percent
of whom are over 60 years of age. These subsidized workers serve in public schools, child care centers, libraries, and similar places
of public need. Without this program, it is very difficult for senior citizens to find employment and contribute to their communities.
This program has had incredible success and should not be abandoned in the name of reform. We therefore urge adoption of the
amendment.
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Those opposing the amendment contended:

Senators should not be misled into believing this amendment is about preserving jobs for older Americans. Under the Dole
amendment, every senior program currently funded under the Older Americans Act could still be funded. In fact, we fully expect
that funding for such programs would increase markedly. The difference is that the Dole amendment would greatly reduce
administrative costs. At present, every penny that goes to the senior employment programs under title V is filtered through 10 national
contractors. These contractors are given this money to distribute without any competition--the funds are earmarked. According to
the General Accounting Office, these organizations are extremely wasteful. Of the $320 million given last year to help senior citizens
get jobs, these contractors spent $64 million on administrative costs. Under the Dole amendment, none of that $64 million would
be wasted on national contractors. The money would go straight to the States. Local senior groups would be able to lobby their State
Governments directly for funds, instead of trying to receive funding from national contractors based in Washington. We are certain
that States would be more responsive to local needs, and that funding for such senior employment programs as Green Thumb would
increase. Therefore, a vote for the Mikulski amendment is not a vote for senior citizens; it is a vote against them and in favor of
certain large, national contractors. We urge our colleagues to side with senior citizens by voting against the Mikulski amendment.
 


